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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3-24, and 35-37 are pending in this application. Claims 2 and 25-34 have been 
cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 36 recites the limitation "tournament server" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears that claim 36 should be dependent on 
claim 14 instead of claim 35 and has been treated as such for this Office Action. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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5. Claims 1,3,4, 7-9, 13, 15, 18-20, 24, and 35-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Massey et al. (US 2004/0248652 Al, hereinafter Massey). 

Re claims 1 and 37: Massey discloses a computer-implemented method/computer- 
readable medium with program code comprising receiving data indicative of a gaming unit on 
which a player has chosen to play a selected one or more games in a tournament (i.e. registration 
process, see T[ [0033]-[0034]), wherein the chosen gaming unit is not configured for playing the 
one or more selected games in the tournament and gaming software for the one or more selected 
games is not stored on the chosen gaming unit when the data is received (the games must be 
downloaded or installed, see 1f [0045]-[0046]), obtaining the gaming software for the one or more 
selected games and configuration data for configuring the chosen gaming machine for playing 
the selected one or more games in the tournament (see ^ [0045]-[0046]), wherein the gaming 
software can effectively configure the chosen gaming unit for playing the one or more games in a 
tournament (see ]f [0013]-[0015]), and after the player has chosen the gaming unit, loading the 
gaming software for the one or more selected games and the configuration data to the chosen 
gaming unit, thereby effectively configuring the chosen gaming machine for participation in the 
tournament play of the one or more selected games and enabling the player to use the chosen 
gaming machine to play the one or more games in the tournament (see ]f [0047]). 

Re claim 14: The teachings of Massey as applied to claims 1 and 37 above have been 
discussed. Massey further discloses a tournament server/main system server 300 comprising 
network interface operatively coupled to a network (see Fig. 6) and a controller operatively 
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coupled to the network interface, the controller comprising a processor and a memory 
operatively coupled to the processor (see Fig. 6; H [0099]-[0100]), the controller configured to 
perform the method of claim 1 (see rejection of claim 1 above). 

Re claim 3: The teachings of Massey as applied to claim 1 above have been discussed. 
Massey further discloses loading the gaming software to the chosen gaming unit comprises 
transmitting the gaming software via a network (see [0045]). 

Re claim 4: The teachings of Massey as applied to claim 1 above have been discussed. 
Massey further discloses loading gaming software to the chosen gaming unit comprises loading 
the gaming software from a CD-ROM (see U [0046]). 

Re claims 7, 8, 9, 18, 19, and 20: The teachings of Massey as applied to claims 1 and 14 
above have been discussed. Massey inherently discloses the gaming software comprises an 
executable file/configuration file/data file (the "actual game play software", see Tf [0045]). 

Re claim 13: The teachings of Massey as applied to claim 1 above have been discussed. 
Massey further discloses if a plurality of winning players are determined, generating data 
indicative of a plurality of respective value payouts to be awarded to the plurality of winning 
players, wherein the plurality of respective value payouts comprises a plurality of shares of a 
jackpot (see Fig. 3). 



Application/Control Number: 10/642,934 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3714 

Re claim 15: The teachings of Massey as applied to claim 14 above have been discussed. 
Massey further discloses the controller is further configured to determine whether the chosen 
gaming unit is already configured for playing in the tournament and load gaming software to the 
chosen gaming unit only if the gaming unit is not already configured for playing in the 
tournament (see If [0033]; If [0045]). 

Re claim 24: The teachings of Massey as applied to claim 14 above have been discussed. 
Massey further discloses the controller is further configured to transmit a plurality of indicators 
of outcomes of games to the gaming unit (Fig. 4). 

Re claims 35 and 36: The teachings of Massey as applied to claims 1 and 14 above have 
been discussed. Massey further discloses receiving a fee from a player to play in a tournament 
(see If [0037]), determining a winning player of the tournament, if any, and if the winning player 
of the tournament is determined, generating data indicative of a value payout to be awarded to 
the winning player (see If [0061]; If [0065]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

8. Claims 5 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Massey 
in view of Okamoto (US 5,489,103). 

The teachings of Massey as applied to claims 1 and 14 above have been discussed. 

However, Massey fails to explicitly disclose confirming the gaming software was loaded 
to the gaming unit successfully. 

Okamoto teaches a method for transferring game or karaoke data from a host facility to a 
plurality of terminals. At step S 1 1 50 the host facility is notified that the transmission was 
completed following the completion of a data transfer (see Fig. 6; col. 6, lines 32-42). 

Therefore, in view of Okamoto, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to add the step of confirming a successful software load to 
the system of Massey in order to provide a more reliable and easier to troubleshoot data transfer. 

9. Claims 6 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Massey 
in view of Schneier et al. (US 5,768,382, hereinafter Schneier). 

The teachings of Massey as applied to claims 1 and 14 above have been discussed. 
However, Massey fails to explicitly disclose authenticating the gaming software after 
loading the gaming software to the gaming unit. 
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Schneier teaches authenticating game software by generating a hash value of the game 
software (see Figs. 6A and 6B; col. 18, line 31 - col. 19, line 19). 

Therefore, in view of Schneier, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to add the step of authenticating the game software after 
loading in order to provide a more reliable and secure system. 

10. Claims 10 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Massey 
in view of Morrow et al. (US 2003/0064771, hereinafter Morrow). 

The teachings of Massey as applied to claims 1 and 14 above have been discussed. 

However, Massey fails to explicitly disclose the gaming software comprises a pay table. 

Morrow teaches a reconfigurable gaming machine wherein the game on the gaming 
machine may be changed by transferring new game software via a network. Morrow discloses 
that new pay tables may be downloaded (see ^| [00 1 2]). 

Therefore, in view of Morrow, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to add the step of transferring a new pay table along with 
corresponding game software in order to provide a greater variety of game to players. 

11. Claims 11, 12, 22, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Massey in view of Halliburton et al. (US 2002/0052229 Al, hereinafter Halliburton). 

The teachings of Massey as applied to claims 1 and 14 above have been discussed. 
However, Massey fails to explicitly disclose randomly or pseudo-randomly generating a 
plurality of seeds for a random number generator to be implemented by the gaming unit. 
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Halliburton teaches a solitaire game played over the Internet that uses a server/client 
architecture. The sequence of cards for each player is determined by using a randomly generated 
seed to locally generate a random sequence of cards (see U [0045], lines 19-23). 

Therefore, in view of Halliburton, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have the server randomly generate a plurality of 
seeds and send them to game playing clients for generating random outcomes in order to provide 
more effective random number generation since the seed is generated independently of the 
gaming unit. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 14, and 37, and by dependency, claims 3- 

13, 15-24, 35, and 36, have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

Conclusion 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin W. Lee whose telephone number is 571-270-1346. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri (8:30 - 5:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezzuto can be reached on 571-272-6996. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IB. W. L./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



/Ronald Laneau/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
03/17/08 



